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[57] ABSTRACT 
The invention provides an aqueous, hard surface 
cleaner with signi?cantly improved residue removal 
and substantially reduced ?lming/streaking, said 
cleaner comprising: 
(a) an effective amount of a solvent selected from C1.6 
alkanol, C3_'24 alkylene glycol ether, and mixtures 
thereof; 
(b) an effective amount of asurfactant selected from 
amphoteric, nonionic and anionic surfactants, and mix 
tures thereof; 
(c) an effective amount of a buffering system which 
comprises a nitrogenous buffer selected from the group 
consisting of: 

ammonium or alkaline earth carbamates, guanidine de 
rivatives, alkoxylalkylamines and alkyleneamines; and 
(d) the remainder as substantially all water. 
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. REDUCED RESIDUE HARD SURFACE CLEANER 

This is a continuation of application Ser. No. 
07/832,275, ?led Feb. 7, 1992, now U.S. Pat. No. 
5,252,245. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

1. Field of the Invention 
The invention relates to a non-rinse, isotropic hard 

surface cleaner especially adapted to be used on glossy 
or smooth, hard surfaces, such as glass windows and the 
like, which removes soils deposited thereon, while sig 
ni?cantly reducing the amount of residue caused by 
unremoved soil, cleaner, or a combination thereof. 

2. Brief Statement of the Related Art 
Cleaning hard, glossy surfaces such as glass windows 

has proven to be problematic. To remove soils depos 
ited on such surfaces, the typical approach is to use an 
alkaline ammonium~based aqueous cleaner or other 
aqueous cleaners containing various mixtures of surfac 
tants and other cleaning additives. Unfortunately, many 
of the ammonia-based cleaners have fairly poor soil 
removing ability, while many of the surfactant-based 
cleaners leave fairly signi?cant amounts of residue on 
such hard, glossy surfaces. This residue is seen in the 
phenomena of streaking, in which the soil, cleaner, or 
both are inconsistently wicked off the surface, and film 
ing, in which a thin layer of the residue actually clings 
to the surface desired to be cleaned. 
Baker et al., US. Pat. No. 4,690,779, demonstrated a 

hard surface cleaner having improved non-streaking 
/?lming properties in which a combination of low mo 
lecular weight polymer (e.g., polyethylene glycol) and 
certain surfactants were combined. 
Corn et al., E.P. 0393772 and BF. 0428816, describe 

hard surface cleaners containing anionic surfactants 
with ammonium counterions, and additional adjuncts. 
G.B. 2,160,887 describes a cleaning system in which a 

combination of nonionic and anionic surfactants (in 
cluding an alkanolamine salt alkyl sulfate) is contended 
to enhance cleaning efficacy. 
W0 91/ 11505 describes a glass cleaner containing a 

zwitterionic surfactant, monoethanolamine and/or 
betaaminoalkanols as solvents/buffers for assertedly 
improving cleaning and reducing ?lming spotting. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION AND 
OBJECTS 

The invention provides an aqueous, hard surface 
cleaner with signi?cantly improved residue removal 
and substantially reduced ?lming/streaking, said 
cleaner comprising: 
(a) an effective amount of a solvent selected from C143 

alkanol, C344 alkylene glycol ether, and mixtures 
thereof; 

(b) an effective amount of a surfactant selected from 
amphoteric, nonionic and anionic surfactants, and 
mixtures thereof; 

(c) an effective amount of a buffering system which 
comprises a nitrogenous buffer selected from the 
group consisting of: 
ammonium or alkaline earth carbamates, guanidine 

derivatives, alkoxylalkylamines and alkylenea 
mines; and 

(d) the remainder as substantially all water. 
In another embodiment of the invention, the cleaner 

further comprises (e) an effective amount of a 1-alkyl-2 
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2 
pyrrolidone. This particular adjunct has proven to be 
surprisingly effective at both dispersing highly insoluble 
organic materials, particularly, fragrance oils, while 
simultaneously enhancing or maintaining the effective 
minimization of streaking/ ?lming of the surfaces 
cleaned with the inventive cleaner. 

In yet a further aspect of the invention, it has been 
additionally surprisingly found that particular alkylene 
glycol ether solvents and magnesium salts will further 
enhance cleaning performance. 

It is an additional aspect of the invention to enhance 
the performance of the buffering system by adding a 
co-buffer, such as an alkaline hydroxide, in particular, 
either an ammonium or alkaline earth metal hydroxide. 
The invention further comprises a method of cleaning 

soils from hard surfaces by applying said inventive 
cleaner to said soil, and removing both from said sur 
face. 

It is therefore an object of this invention to improve 
soil removal from hard surfaces. 

It is another object of this invention to reduce ?lming 
which results from a residue of cleaner, soil, or both 
remaining on the hard surface intended to be cleaned. 

It is a further object of this invention to reduce streak 
ing, which results from inconsistent removal of the 
cleaner, soil, or both, from the hard surface intended to 
be cleaned. 

It is a still further object of this invention to improve 
overall cleaning performance by using an improved 
buffer system comprising a nitrogenous buffer, espe 
cially, carbamates, guanidine derivatives, alkoxylalkyla 
mines and alkyleneamines, and, optionally, an alkaline 
hydroxide as a further co-buffer, in addition to the fore 
going. 

It is also an object of this invention to provide a 
cleaner for glass and other hard, glossy surfaces, which 
has virtually no ?lming or streaking. 

It is an additional object of this invention to provide 
a stably fragranced hard surface cleaner, without losing 
substantially any cleaning performance because of the 
addition of such fragrance. 

It is yet another object of this invention to limit the 
total amount of alkali metal salts, especially sodium, 
present in the formulation. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is a graphical depiction of the streaking/?lm 
ing performance of the invention versus comparative 
examples. 
FIG. 2 is a graphical depiction of the soil removal 

performance of the inventive cleaner with various buff 
ers, as compared to comparative formulations. 
FIG. 3 is another graphical depiction of the soil re 

moval performance of the inventive cleaner with vari 
ous buffers, as compared to comparative formulations. 
FIG. 4 is a further graphical depiction of the soil 

removal performance (cycles to 100% removal) of the 
inventive cleaner with various buffers, as compared to 
comparative formulations. 
FIG. 5 is yet another graphical depiction of the soil 

removal performance (cycles to 100% removal) of the 
inventive cleaner with various buffers, as compared to 
comparative formulations. 
FIG. 6 is a still further graphical depiction of the soil 

removal performance (visual gradation) of the inventive 
cleaner with various buffers, versus commercial formu 
lations. 
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FIG. 7 is another graphical depiction of the strea 
king/?lming performance of the inventive cleaner, 
compared to a commercial window cleaner. 
FIG. 8 is yet another graphical depiction of the strea 

king/?lming performance of the inventive cleaner, in 
cluding comparison versus a commercial window 
cleaner. 
FIG. 9 is a still further graphical depiction of the 

streaking/?lming performance of the inventive cleaner, 
including comparison versus a commercial window 
cleaner. 
FIG. 10 is an even further graphical depiction of the 

soil removal performance of the inventive cleaner. 
FIGS. 11-12 are graphical depictions of the strea 

king/ ?lming performance of a further embodiment of 
the invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
INVENTION 

The invention is an improved cleaning, substantially 
nonstreaking/?lming hard surface cleaner especially 
adapted to be used on glossy or smooth, hard surfaces, 
emblematic of which is glass. The cleaner bene?ts from 
the use of a novel buffering system which contributes 
unexpectedly to the complete removal of soils and the 
cleaner from the surface being cleaned. The cleaner 
itself has the following ingredients: 
(a) an effective amount of a solvent selected from C14, 

alkanol, C344 alkylene glycol ether, and mixtures 
thereof; 

(b) an effective amount of a surfactant selected from 
amphoteric, nonionic and anionic surfactants, and 
mixtures thereof; 

(0) an effective amount of a buffering system which 
comprises a nitrogenous buffer selected from the 
group consisting of: 
ammonium or alkaline earth carbamates, guanidine 

derivatives, alkoxylalkylamines and alkylenea 
mines; and 

(d) the remainder as substantially all water. 
Additional adjuncts in small amounts such as fra 

grance, dye and the like can be included to provide 
desirable attributes of such adjuncts. In a further em 
bodiment of the invention, especially when a fragrance 
is used, a further adjunct (e) a l-alkyl-2-pyrrolidone is 
added in amounts effective to disperse the fragrance and 
to improve or maintain the reduced streaking/?lming 
performance of the inventive cleaner. 

In the application, effective amounts are generally 
those amounts listed as the ranges or levels of ingredi 
ents in the descriptions which follow hereto. Unless 
otherwise stated, amounts listed in percentage (“%’s” 
are in weight percent of the composition, unless other 
wise noted. 
1. Solvents 
The solvent is selected from C1.6 alkanol, (33-24 alkyl 

ene glycol ether, and mixtures thereof. It is preferred 
that a mixture of the C1-6 alkanol and C344 alkylene 
glycol ether solvents be used. The alkanol can be se 
lected from methanol, ethanol, n-propanol, isopropanol, 
butanol, pentanol, hexanol, their various positional iso 
mers, and mixtures of the foregoing. In the invention, it 
has been found most preferable to use isopropanol, 
usually in conjunction with a glycol ether. It may also 
be possible to utilize in addition to, or in place of, said 
alkanols, the diols such as methylene, ethylene, propy 
lene and butylene glycols, and mixtures thereof. 
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4 
The alkylene glycol ether solvents can include ethyl 

ene glycol monobutyl ether, ethylene glycol monopro 
pyl ether, propylene glycol monopropyl ether, propy 
lene glycol monobutyl ether, and mixtures thereof. One 
preferred glycol ether is ethylene glycol, monobutyl 
ether, also known as butoxyethanol, sold as butyl Cello 
solve by Union Carbide. A particularly preferred alkyl 
ene glycol ether is propylene glycol, t-butyl ether, 
which is commercially sold as Arcosolve PTB, by Arco 
Chemical Co. It has the structure: 

It has been unexpectedly found that the propylene gly 
col t-butyl ether is especially preferred in the formula 
tions of the invention. This particular solvent readily 
improves the non-streaking/non-?lming performance. 
If mixtures of solvents are used, the amounts and ratios 
of such solvents used are important to determine the 
optimum cleaning and streak/?lm performances of the 
inventive cleaner. It is preferred to limit the total 
amount of solvent to no more than 50%, more prefera 
bly no more than 25%, and most preferably, no more 
than 15%, of the cleaner. A preferred range is about 
l-l5%, and if a mixed solvent system of alkanol/ glycol 
ether is used, the ratio of alkanol to alkylene glycol 
ether should be about 1:20 to 20:1, more preferably 
about 1:10 to 1:10 and most preferably about 1:5 to 5:1. 
2. Surfactants 
The surfactant is selected from artionic, nonionic and 

amphoteric surfactants, and mixtures thereof. 
The anionic surfactant is selected from alkyl sulfates, 

alkylbenzene sulfonates, a-ole?n sulfonates, alkyl tau 
rates, alkyl sarcosinates and the like. Each of these sur 
factants is generally available as the alkali metal, alka 
line earth and ammonium salts thereof. The preferred 
anionic surfactant is alkyl sulfate, more preferably, 
C646 alkyl sulfates. One particularly preferred sulfate is 
sodium lauryl (C12) sulfate, available from Stepan 
Chemical Co., under the brand name Stepanol WAC. 
Because it appears desirable to limit the total amount of 
sodium ion present in the invention, it may also be pre 
ferred to use the alkaline earth salts of alkyl sulfates, 
particularly magnesium, and, less preferably, calcium, 
to bolster non~streaking/non-?lrning performance. 
Magnesium salts of the anionic surfactants are commer 
cially available, however, a viable alternative is to form 
the magnesium salts in situ by the addition of soluble 
Mg++ salts, such as MgClg, and the like. Calcium salts 
suitable for use would be CaCl2, and the like. The level 
of these salts may be as high as 200 ppm, although less 
than 100 ppm is preferred, especially less than 50 ppm. 
The nonionic surfactants are selected from alkoxyl 

ated alcohols, alkoxylated ether phenols, and other 
surfactants often referred to as semi-polar nonionics, 
such as the trialkyl amine oxides. The alkoxylated alco 
hols include ethoxylated, and ethoxylated and propox 
ylated C646 alcohols, with about 2-10 moles of ethylene 
oxide, or l-lO and moles of ethylene and propylene 
oxide per mole of alcohol, respectively. The semi-polar 
amine oxides are preferred. These have the general 
con?guration: 
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wherein R is C644 alkyl, and R’ and R" are both C14 
alkyl, although R’ and R” do not have to be equal. 
These amine oxides can also be ethoxylated or propox 
ylated. The preferred amine oxide is lauryl amine oxide, 
such as Barlox 12, from Lonza Chemical Company. 
The amphoteric surfactant is typically an alkylbetaine 

or a sulfobetaine. Especially preferred are al 
kylamidoalkyldialkylbetaines. These have the structure: 

wherein R1 is C640 alkyl, R2 and R3 are both C14 
alkyl, although R2 and R3 do not have to be equal, and 
m can be 1-5, preferably3and n can be 1-5, prefereably 
1. These alkylbetaines can also be ethoxylated or pro 
poxylated. The preferred alkylbetaine is a cocoamido 
propyldimethyl betaine called Lonzaine CO, available 
from Lonza Chemical Co. Other vendors are Henkel 
KGaA, which provides Velvetex AB, and Sherex 

10 

15 

25 

Chemical Co., which offers Varion CADG, both of 30 
which products are cocobetaines. 
The amounts of surfactants present are to be some 

what minimized, for purposes of cost-savings and to 
generally restrict the dissolved actives which could 
contribute to leaving behind residues when the cleaner 
is applied to a surface. However, the amounts added are 
generally about 0.001—1%, more preferably 
0.002—0.75% anionic surfactant, generally about O—1%, 
more preferably 0—0.75% nonionic surfactant and gen 
erally 0.005—2%, more preferably 0.0l-l% amphoteric 
surfactant, in the cleaner. The ratios of surfactants are 
generally about 1:1:10 to 10:1:1 anionic/nonionic/am 
photeric, when all three are present. If just two surfac 
tants are used, the ratios will be about 1:20 to 20:1. 
3. Alkylpyrrolidones 
The l-alkyl-Z-pyrrolidones provide a dual function in 

this invention. First, one of the desirable adjuncts which 
are added to this system are fragrances, which are typi 
cally water-immiscible to slightly water-soluble oils. In 
order to keep this fairly immiscible component in solu 
tion, a cosolvent or other dispersing means was neces 
sary. It was determined that l-alkyl-2-pyrrolidones 
were particularly effective at so solubilizing the fra 
grance oils. However, it was further surprisingly found 
that the l-alkyl-2-pyrrolidones also improve the clean 
ing performance of the cleaner, especially in streaking 
/?lming. The compound has the general structure: 

Q... 
wherein R4 is a C640 alkyl, or R5NHCOR6, and R5 is 

C1_6 alkyl and R6 is C640 alkyl. A particularly preferred 
alkyl pyrrolidone is lauryl pyrrolidone, sold by GAF 
Corporation under the brand name Surfadone. Rela 
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6 
tively low amounts of the alkyl pyrrolidone are used, 
preferably, about 0.00l-O.5%, when the level of fra 
grance is from about 0.0l-O.5%. 
4. Buffer System 
The buffer system comprises a nitrogenous buffer 

selected from the group consisting of: ammonium or 
alkaline earth carbamates, guanidine derivatives, alkox 
ylalkylamines and alkyleneamines. Optionally and pref 
erably, a co-buffer selected from ammonium and alka 
line earth metal hydroxides, is also desirable. 
The nitrogenous buffer is the most important aspect 

of the invention. Because of its presence, greatly en 
hanced reduction in streaking and filming of hard sur 
faces is achieved after -the inventive cleaner is used to 
clean the same. The preferred nitrogenous buffer is 
ammonium carbamate, which has the structure 
NH2COO-NH+4. Use of this particularly preferred 
buffer obtains outstanding reduction in ?lming/streak 
ing. Other, suitable buffers are guanidine derivatives, 
such as diaminoguanidine and guanidine carbonate; 
alkoxylalkylamines, such as isopropoxypropylamine, 
butoxypropylamine, ethoxypropylamine and methoxy 
propylamine; and alkylamines, such as ethyleneamine, 
ethylenediamine, ethylenetriamine, ethylenetetramine, 
diethylenetetramine, triethylenetetramine, tetrae 
thylenepentamine, N,N-dimethylethylenediamine, N 
methylenediamine, and other variations of the alkyl and 
amine substituents. Mixtures of any of the foregoing can 
be used as the buffer in the buffering system. 

Additionally, it is especially preferred to add, as a 
cobuffer, an ammonium or alkaline earth hydroxide. 
Most preferred is ammonium hydroxide, which volatil 
izes relatively easily after being applied, resulting in 
minimal residue. Ammonium hydroxide also emulsi?es 
fatty soils to a certain extent. 
The amount of nitrogenous buffer added should be in 

the range of 0.01—2%, more preferably 0.0l-1%, by 
weight of the cleaner, while hydroxide, if present, 
should be added in the range of 0.001-1% by weight of 
the cleaner. 
5. Water and Miscellaneous 

Since the cleaner is an aqueous cleaner with rela 
tively low levels of actives, the principal ingredient is 
water,‘ which should be present at a level of at least 
about 50%, more preferably at least about 80%, and 
most preferably, at least about 90%. Deionized water is 
most preferred. 

Small amounts of adjuncts can be added for improv 
ing cleaning performance or aesthetic qualities of the 
cleaner. Adjuncts for cleaning include additional sur 
factants, such as those described in Kirk-Othmero Ency 
clopedia of Chemical Technology, 3rd Ed., Volume 22, 
pp. 332432 (Marcel-Dekker, 1983), which are incorpo 
rated herein by reference. Inorganic builders, such as 
silicates and phosphates, are generally avoided in this 
cleaner, especially those which will contribute a large 
amount of solids in the formulation which may leave a 
residue. Aesthetic adjuncts include fragrances, such as 
those available from Givaudan, IFF, Quest and others, 
and dyes and pigments which can be solubilized or 
suspended in the formulation, such as diaminoan 
thraquinones. As mentioned above, the fragrance oils 
typically require a dispersant, which role is ful?lled by 
the alkylpyrrolidone. As previously noted, it was sur 
prising that the fragrance was well dispersed by the 
alkylpyrrolidone while at least maintaining, if not im 
proving, the non-streaking/non-?lming performance of 
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the inventive cleaner. The amounts of these cleaning 
and aesthetic adjuncts should be in the range of 0—2%, 
more preferably O-l%. 

In the following Experimental section, the surprising 
performance bene?ts of the various aspects of the in 
ventive cleaner are demonstrated. 

It should be noted that in each study, the experimen 
tal runs are replicated and the average, generally, of 
each set of runs is plotted on the graphs depicted in the 
drawings accompanying this application. Thus, the 
term “Group Means” is used to describe the average of 
each set of runs. Generally, the plotted points on the 
graphs are boxes, representing the group means, 
through which error bars overlap. Error bars overlap if 
the difference between the means is not signi?cant at 
the 95% level using Fisher’s LSD (least signi?cant 
difference). 

EXPERIMENTAL 

The following experiments demonstrate the unique 
cleaning performance of the inventive cleaner. 

' EXAMPLE I 

In Table I below, a base formulation “A” is set forth, 
and, for comparison, an alternate formulation “B” is 
provided. Generally, the below examples of the compo 
sitions of this invention will be based on the base formu 
lation “A.” 

TABLE I 

Ingredient Formulation A Formulation B 

iso-Propyl Alcohol 5.90% 5.90% 
Propyleneglycol t-Butyl 3.20% 3.20% 
Ether 
Sodium Lauryl Sulfate 0.005% 0.005% 
Dodecyl Pyrrolidone 0.012% 0.012% 
Cocoamidobetaine 0.20% 0.20% 
Ammonium Carbamate 0.25% — 

Sodium Carbonate — 0.25% 

Fragrance 0.125% 0.125% 
Ammonia 0.05% 0.05% 
Deionized Water remainder to remainder to 

100% 100% 

The formulations A (invention) and B were then 
tested by placing a small sample on glass mirror tiles 
and then wiped off. In addition, a commercial glass 
cleaner (Windex, Drackett Co.), was similarly tested. 
The results were graded on a scale of l to 10, with 1 
being the worst and 10, the best. The results, depicted in 
FIG. 1, clearly show that inventive cleaner A demon 
strated superior streaking/?lming performance. 

EXAMPLE II 

This next example compares the soil removal perfor 
mance of the inventive cleaner, using a variety of differ 
ent buffer systems, versus comparative buffers. In these 
examples, the following base formulation was used: 

TABLE II 
Ingredients Weight Percent 

Propylene glycol, t-Butyl 3.2 
Ether 
Isopropanol 5.9 
Cocoamidopropyldirnethybetaine 0.17 
Dodecylpyrrolidone 0.012 
Sodium Lauryl Sulfate 0.005 
Fragrance 0.125 
Buffer 0.5 
Colorants Negligible 
Ammonia 0.05 
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TABLE II-continued 

Ingredients Weight Percent 

Deionized Water Balance to 100% 

Into this base formulation of Table II, 0.5% of the 
following buffers of Table III were added: 

TABLE III 
Code 

Hm 
Guanidine Carbonate GC 
Triethylenetetramine TETA 
Tetraethylenepentamine TEPA 
Ammonium Carbamate Carbamate 
Diethylenetriamine DETA 
Isopropoxypropylamine IPP 
Methoxypropylamine MPA 
Other Buffers/Cleaners 
Monoisopropanolamine MIPA 
Monoethanolamine MEA 
Cinch Multi-Surface Cleaner1 Cinch 
B-Amino-l-Propanol AP 

1Procter & Gamble Co. 

In this EXAMPLE II, soil removal from selected 
panels was conducted using a Gardner WearTester, in 
which a sponge (5 g) and a 1kg weight were loaded 
onto the WearTester’s reciprocating arm. Each panel 
was loaded with a 50 um thickness of a fabricated soil 
called “kitchen grease.” The soil removal is measured as 
a change from shading from the initial reading (soiled) 
to the f'mal'reading (cleaned). In this particular study, 
this measurement was obtained using an image proces 
sor, which consists of a video camera connected to a 
microprocessor and a computer which are programmed 
to digitize the image of the soiled panel and to compare 
and measure the difference in shading between the 
soiled and cleaned panel. Using this system, a perfor 
mance scale of 1000-3000 was used, with 1000 being 
worst and 3000 being best. 
As shown in FIG. 2 of the accompanying drawings, 

the inventive formulations (GC, TETA, TEPA, Carba 
mate, 'DETA and IPP) outperformed the comparison 
examples. MPA (inventive formulation), on the other 
hand, had results generally at parity with the compari~ 
son examples. 

EXAMPLE III 

In this EXAMPLE III, the same base formulation as 
depicted in Table II was used, and the following buffers 
were used, as described in Table IV: 

TABLE IV 

Code 

12M 
Triethylenetetramine TETA 
Ethylenediamine EDA 
N,N-Dimethylet_hylenediamine DMEDI 
92m 
Monoethanolamine MEA 
Cinch Multi-Surface Cleaner Cinch 
l-Amino-Z-Propanol AP 
Morpholine Morph 
2-(t-Butylamine)Ethanol t-BAE 

In this EXAMPLE III, again, 50 pm of “kitchen 
grease” were loaded onto panels and cleaned using a 
Gardner WearTester. This time, the image processor 
measured the difference between soiled and cleaned 
panels on a performance scale of l500—3000, with 1500 
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being worst and 3000 being best. Again, with reference 
to FIG. 3 of the accompanying drawings, it is again 
observed that the inventive formulations (TETA, EDA 
and DMEDI) were better than the comparison exam 
ples. 

EXAMPLE IV 

In this example, removal of a larger amount of 
“kitchen grease” soil (150 pm) is demonstrated. How 
ever, the base formulation of Table II is varied by using 
only 7.9% total solvent. As in that example, 0.5% in 
ventive buffer was added to the inventive cleaner. Thus, 
two inventive formulations designated “Carbamate” 
(Ammonium Carbamate) and “TETA” (Triethylenetet 
ramine) were compared against Cinch Multi-Surface 
Cleaner and Formula 409 ® all purpose cleaner. This 
particular study was a “Cycles to 100% Removal 
Study,” in which the number of complete cycles of the 
reciprocating arm of the Gardner Wear-Tester neces 
sary to result in 100% removal of the soil were counted 
on a scale of 0 to 50, with higher numbers being worst 
and lower numbers being better. As can be seen in FIG. 
4 of the accompanying drawings, the inventive formula 
tions Carbamate and TETA were comparable with the 
excellent performance of the commercial Formula 

15 

20 

25 
409 @ cleaner, while all were markedly better than the V 
Cinch Multi-Surface Cleaner. 

EXAMPLE V 

In this example, variations on the inventive formula 
tions previously presented above in EXAMPLE IV 
were demonstrated. In the TETA formulation, an alter 
nate alkylene glycol ether, propylene glycol n-butyl 
ether, was used, rather than propylene glycol t-buryl 
ether. Additionally, in this example, the number of cy 
cles to remove 100% of the soil (150 pm “kitchen 
grease”) were counted on a scale of 0 to 100, again, with 
100 being worst and 0 being best. The results here 
(shown, again, by reference to FIG. 5 of the accompa 
nying drawings) were not signi?cantly different, since 
again, the TETA and Carbamate formulations per 
formed on par with the Formula 409® Cleaner, al 
though the better results for the TETA demonstrate 
that excellent performance can result when an alternate 
solvent is used. 

EXAMPLE VI 

In this example, the soil removal of a specially devel 
oped soil called “bathroom soil” (a mixture of dirt, 
calcium stearate (soap scum) and other ingredients to 
attempt to replicate a typical bathtub soil) was visually 
assayed by a trained panel of l0-20 people, whose visual 
grades of the soil removal performances were averaged. 
The inventive cleaner had the following formulation: 

TABLE V 
Ingredients Weight Percent 

Propyleneglycol, t-Butyl Ether 3.200 
Isopropanol 5.900 
Dodecylpyrrolidone 0.012 
Sodium Lauryl Sulfate 0.005 
Fragrance 0.125 
Ammonium Carbamate 0.250 
Ammonia 0.05 
Cocoamidopropyldimethylbetaine 0.20 
Colorants Minor 
Deionized Water Balance to 100% 

This formulation of Table V was compared against 7 
commercially available cleaners for soil removal of 
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10 
“bathroom soil”. However, in this study, the soil re 
moval was observed after 7 cycles of the Gardner 
WearTester were completed. A visual grading scale of 
l—10* was used, with 1 being no cleaning and 10 being 
clean. The results are shown below in Table VI: 
‘Based on standards 

TABLE VI 

Visual Grading (l-—l0) 
Cleaner (1 = no cleaning; 10 = clean) 

Invention (Table V) 9.2 
Professional Strength Windex 9.0 
Glass Plus 8.9 
Formula 409 8.9 
(+ 0.5% NH4 Carbamate) 
(No NaOH) 
Pine Sol Spray 8.3 
Cinch Multi-Surface 4.3 
Formula 409 4.0 
Whistle 1.3 
Windex 1.3 

The above results show that the inventive formula 
tion with a carbamate buffer signi?cantly outperformed 
commercially available cleaners for “bathroom soil” 
removal through 7 cycles. However, the example for 
Formula 409 ® all purpose cleaner with the addition of 
0.5% carbamate, an example which falls within the 
invention, shows the significant improvement in perfor 
mance when this inventive buffer is added to a commer 
cial cleaner. The results are also graphically depicted in 
FIG. 6 of the accompanying drawings. 

EXAMPLE VII 

Example VII now demonstrates that within the in 
vention, the level of sodium ions should be controlled in 
order to obtain the best performance in reducing strea 
king/?lming. Thus, three formulations were prepared 
as described in Table VII below: 

TABLE VII 

Formulation Weight Percent 
Ingredient A B C 

Isopropanol 5.90 5.90 5.90 
Propyleneglycol 3.20 3.20 3.20 
t-Butyl Ether 
Sodium Lauryl Sulfate 0.005 — 0.05 
Dodecylpyrrolidone 0.012 0.012 0.012 
Cocoamidopropyldirnethyl 0.20 0.20 0.20 
betaine . 

Ammonium Carbamate 0.25 0.25 0.25 
Fragrance 0.125 0.125 0.125 
Ammonia 0.05 0.05 0.05 
Deionized Water Balance Balance Balance 

to 100% to 100% to 100% 

The three formulations A, B and C were compared 
against one another and against a commercially avail 
able cleaner, Windex (Drackett Co.), for ?lming/streak 
ing performance on glass mirror tiles (Examples 8-9 
below also involved streaking/?lming performance on 
glass mirror tiles). Again, a grading scale of 0 to 10 was 
used, with Obeing worst and 10 being best. Formulation 
A, with 0.005% sodium lauryl sulfate (“SLS”) per 
formed the best. Omitting the SLS (Formulation B) 
worsens the performance somewhat, indicating that the 
antonic surfactant is a desirable cleaning adjunct, but 
adding 10 times as much SLS (Formulation C, 0.050% 
SLS) can worsen performance more. 
As can be seen from FIG. 7 of the accompanying 

drawings, however, each of Formulations A, B and C 
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outperformed the commercially available Windex 
cleaner, thus attesting to the inventive cleaner’s supe 
rior performance in reducing ?lming/streaking. 

EXAMPLE VIII 

In this example, a further aspect of the invention is 
demonstrated. This is the importance of adding a l 
alkyl-2-pyrrolidone to the formulation when a fra 
grance oil is present was demonstrated. Formulation A 
contained a dodecylpyrrolidone as the dispersant for 
the fragrance oil. Formulation B contained no disper 
sant. Formulation C contained an ethoxylated phenol as 
an intended dispersant for the fragrance oil. Addition 
ally, Windex was also tested as a comparison example. 
The formulations for A, B and C are depicted below in 
Table VIII. 

TABLE VIII 
Formulation Weight Percent 

Ingredient A B C 

Isopropanol 5.90 5.90 5.90 
Propyleneglycol 3.20 3.20 3.20 
t-Butyl Ether 
Sodium Lauryl Sulfate 0.005 0.005 0.005 
Dodecylpyrrolidone 0.012 —- — 

Ethoxylated Phenols — -- 0.012 

Cocoamidopropyldimethyl- 0.20 0.20 . 0.20 
betaine 
Ammonium Carbamate 0.25 0.25 0.25 
Fragrance 0.125 0.125 0.125 
Ammonia 0.05 0.05 0.05 
Deionized Water Balance Balance Balance 

to 100% to 100% to 100% 

This Example VIII shows that within the invention, 
it is highly preferred to use a 1-alkyl-2-pyrrolidone as a 
dispersant for the fragrance oil, if the latter is included 
in the cleaners of this invention. Although formulations 
B and C are both within the invention, it can be seen 
that omission of the pyrrolidone worsens the streaking 
/f1lming performance somewhat, while substituting 
ethoxylated phenols worsens the performance even 
more. The Windex cleaner was shown to be somewhat 
on parity with Formulation C. This is graphically de 
picted in FIG. 8 of the accompanying drawings. 

EXAMPLE IX 

In this example, the effect of the preferred solvent, 
propyleneglycol t-butyl ether is studied (formulation 
A). It is compared against another inventive formula 
tion, B, which contains ethyleneglycol n-butyl ether. 
The formulations are set forth in Table IX: 

TABLE IX 
Formulation Weight Percent 

Ingredient A B 

Isopropanol 5.90 5.90 
Ethyleneglycol — 3.20 
n-Butyl Ether 
Propyleneglycol 3.20 - 
t-Butyl Ether 
Sodium Lauryl Sulfate 0.005 0.005 
Dodecylpyrrolidone 0.012 0.012 
Cocoamidopropyldimethyl- 0.20 0.20 
betaine 
Ammonium Carbamate 0.25 0.25 
Fragrance, 0.125 0.125 
Ammonia 0.05 0.05 
Deionized Water Balance Balance 

to 100% to 100% 

The inventive formulation A has better streaking 
/ ?lming performance that the inventive formulation B. 
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This demonstrates the advantages of the preferred sol 
vent, propyleneglycol t-butyl ether. Again, Windex 
cleaner was outperformed. This is graphically depicted 
in FIG. 9 of the accompanying drawings. 

EXAMPLE X 

In this Example, the signi?cance of adding a l-alkyl 
2-pyrrolidone is studied with respect to soil removal 
cleaning performance, rather than streaking/filming 
performance, as in Example VIII, above. Surprisingly, 
the use of an alkylpyrrolidone signi?cantly boosts soil 
removal performance as well, in comparison with two 
other formulations of the invention. The soil used here 
was “bathroom soil” and the results were graded on a 
l-lO scale, with 1 being worst and 10 being best. The 
inventive formulations used as comparisons were B 
(ethoxylated phenols as the dispersant) and C (no dis 
persant). The formulations are described in Table X, 
below: 

TABLE X 

Formulation Weight Percent 
Ingredient A B C 

Isopropanol 5.90 5.90 5.90 
Propyleneglycol 3.20 r 3.20 3.20 
t-Butyl Ether 
Sodium Lauryl Sulfate 0.005 0.005 0.005 
Dodecylpyrrolidone 0.012 -— — 

Ethoxylated Phenols ~— 0.012 — 

Cocoamidopropyldimethyl- 0.20 0.20 0.20 
betaine 
Ammonium Carbamate 0.25 0.25 0.25 
Fragrance 0.125 0.125 0. 125 
Ammonia 0.05 0.05 0.05 
Deionized Water Balance Balance Balance 

to 100% to 100% to 100% 

As can be seen from the results depicted in FIG. 10 of 
the accompanying drawings, the alkylpyrrolidone is the 
most preferred of the dispersants for fragrances in the 
invention, since it not only effectively disperses the 
fragrance, it also contributes both to excellent strea 
king/ ?lming and soil removal performance. 

EXAMPLE XI 

In this example, the effect of adding soluble magne 
sium and calcium salts is studied. In very surprising 
fashion, it has been discovered that the addition of dis 
crete amounts of alkaline earth salts improves ?lming/ 
streaking performance. It is not understood why this 
occurs, but by way of nonbinding theory, applicants 
speculate that the divalent alkaline earth cations do not 
bind or adhere as tightly to certain surfaces, such as 
glass, which are known to possess a negative charge. To 
the base formulation as shown in Table II above, solu 
tions of NaCl, MgClg and CaClZ were added to six of 
such base formulations in suf?cient quantities to pro 
duce, respectively, one set containing 25 ppm of the 
speci?ed salts, and 'the other set containing 50 ppm 
thereof. A control, without any added salt was also 
present for comparison. In this embodiment, all of these 
formulations fall within the invention. However, this 
example demonstrates the surprising performance bene 
?ts of adding soluble alkaline earth metal salts. The 
formulations are set forth in Table XI: 

TABLE XI 
Ingredient 25 ppm 50 ppm 25 ppm 50 ppm 

Base Formulation 99.90 99.80 99.90 99.80 
NaCl stock solution 0.10 0.20 
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TABLE XI-continued 
Ingredient 25 ppm 50 ppm 25 ppm 50 ppm 

MgCl2 X 61-110 stock sol. 0.10 0.20 
Base Formulation 
CaClg X 6H2O stock sol. 

99.90 
0.10 

99.80 
0.20 

The results are depicted in FIGS. 11 (25 ppm level) 
and 12 (50 ppm level) of the accompanying drawings. 
As can be readily seen, addition of less than 100 ppm 
alkaline earth salts actually improved ?lming/streaking 
performance of the inventive cleaner. 
The invention is further de?ned without limitation of 

scope or of equivalents by the claims which follow. 
We claim: 
1. An aqueous, hard surface cleaner with signi?cantly 

improved residue removal and substantially reduced 
?lming/streaking, said cleaner consisting essentially of: 

(a) an effective amount of a solvent selected from 
C1-6 alkanol, C344 alkylene glycol ether, and mix 
tures thereof; 

(b) an effective amount of a surfactant selected from 
amphoteric and anionic surfactants, and mixtures 
thereof, wherein the effective amount for the am 
photeric surfactant is about 0.005~2% and for the 
anionic surfactant is about 0.001—1%, and, option 
ally, a further nonionic surfactant in an effective 
amount of about 0.75%; 

(c) about 0.0l-2% of a buffering system which com 
prises a nitrogenous buffer which is either ammo 
nium or alkaline earth carbamate; and 

(d) the remainder as substantially all water. 
2. The hard surface cleaner of claim 1 wherein said 

solvent is an alkanol which is selected from the group 
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consisting of methanol, ethanol, n-propanol, isopropa 
nol, butanol, pentanol, hexanol, their various positional 
isomers, and mixtures of the foregoing. 

3. The hard surface cleaner of claim 1 wherein said 
solvent is an alkylene glycol ether which is selected 
from the group consisting of ethylene glycol monobutyl 
ether, ethylene glycol monopropyl ether, propylene 
glycol monopropyl ether, propylene glycol monobutyl 
ether, and mixtures thereof. 

4. The hard surface cleaner of claim 3 wherein said 
solvent is propylene glycol t-butyl ether. 

5. The hard surface cleaner of claim 1 wherein said 
surfactant further comprises a mixture of anionic and 
amphoteric surfactants. 

6. The hard surface cleaner of claim 1 wherein said 
surfactant further comprises a mixture of anionic, non 
ionic and amphoteric surfactants. 

7. The hard surface cleaner of claims 5 or 6 further 
comprising a soluble alkaline earth metal salt. 

8. The hard surface cleaner of claim 7 wherein said 
alkaline earth metal salt is either CaClg or MgClg. 

9. The hard surface cleaner of claims 5 or 6, wherein 
said anionic surfactant is a C640 alkyl sulfate and said 
amphoteric surfactant is an alkylbetaine. 

10. The hard surface cleaner of claim 6 wherein said 
nonionic surfactant is a trialkyl amine oxide. 

11. The hard surface cleaner of claim 1 wherein said 
buffer further includes an ammonium hydroxide. 

12. A method for removing soil, without substantial 
residue remaining, from a hard surface comprising ap 
plying the cleaner of claim 1 to said soil and removing 
said soil and said cleaner. 

* * * ‘ * it 


